REMARKS 



Claims 1-20 remain in the present Application. 

112 Rejections 

The present Office Action alleges Claims 1-7 are indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant 
regards as the invention. 

With regards to Claim 1, the present Office Action alleges there is insufficient 
antecedent basis for "said environmental adjustment component 7 '. Applicants have 
amended the Claim to include "said environmental condition adjustment 
component". 

With regards to Claim 3, the present Office Action alleges there is insufficient 
antecedent basis for "said management component". Applicants have amended 
Claim 3 to delete "said management component". 

The present Office Action alleges Claims 8-13 are indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out what is included or excluded by the claim language. 

With regards to Claim 8 -13, the present Office Action alleges the term 
equipment in claim 8 is undefined. Applicants respectfully assert the term 
equipment in Claim 8 is not undefined. The present Office Action seems to object to 
the use of the word "equipment" in claim 8 as being singular and does not include 
the plural "equipments" {sic}. Applicants respectfully assert the word equipment is 
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a non-count noun and can have a singular or plural meaning. The present Office 
Action seem to object to Claim 9 language indicating that the equipment includes 
rack equipment and environmental support equipment. Applicants respectfully 
assert that the refinement of equipment to include rack equipment and 
environmental support equipment is proper. 

With respect to Claims 10 and 11, the present Office Action alleges the term 
"equipment" is relative and the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the requisite degree to be apprised of the scope of the invention. 
Applicants respectfully assert the term "equipment" is not indefinite and the 
specification includes several examples of equipment including servers, disk arrays, 
[Page 8 line 25], fans, heater, and air conditioners [Page 8 line 17]. Applicants also 
respectfully assert turning off equipment is not indefinite. 

102 Rejections. 

Claims 1 -2, 4 - 6, 9, 10, 12, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Smith et al. (US Patent No. 6785592). Applicants respectfully assert 
that the present invention as recited in Claims 1 -2, 4 - 6, 9, 10, 12, and 13 is neither 
shown nor suggested by the Smith et al. reference. 

Applicants respectfully assert the Smith et al. reference does not teach a rack 
equipment environmental condition adjustment system. Specifically the present 
invention, as set forth in independent Claim 1, recites: 

... an environmental condition adjustment component for adjusting said rack 
equipment based upon environmental conditions .... 
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To the extent the Smith et al. reference may mention a meter on a client side and an 
equipment rack on the supply side [Figure 2], Applicants respectfully assert the 
Smith et al. reference does not teach an environmental condition adjustment 
component for adjusting rack equipment based upon environmental conditions. To 
the extent the Smith et al. reference may mention equipment rack with a modem 
bank for transceiving data there through from a number of energy management 
systems (EMSs) [Col 8 lines 1 - 5] on a client side [Figure 2], Applicants respectfully 
assert the Smith et al. reference does not teach the EMSs adjusting rack components 
on the supply side . 

With respect to Claim 8, to the extent the Smith et al. reference may mention a 
meter on a client side and an equipment rack on the supply side [Figure 2], 
Applicants respectfully assert the Smith et al. reference does not teach altering 
equipment performance to comply with the environmental policy plan. 

Applicants respectfully assert the dependent Claims 2-7 and 9-13 are 
allowable as depending from allowable independent Claims 1 and 8 respectively. 

With respect to Claim 2, to the extent the Smith et al. reference may mention 
meters [Col 7 lines 47+], Applicants respectfully assert the Smith et al. reference does 
not teach the performance of rack equipment is adjusted. 

With regards to Claims 4 - 6, 9 10, 12 and 13, to the extent the Smith et al. 
reference may mention meters [Figure 3] , rooftop HVAC units [Col. 23 lines 29-41} 
receiving gross consumption data [ Col. 25 lines 25 - 35], Applicants respectfully 
assert the Smith et al. reference does not teach adjusting or altering equipment 
operating conditions, environmental support equipment, and /or policy plan. 
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Allowed Subject Matter 



The present Office Action indicates Claims 14 - 20 are allowed. Applicants 
thank the Examiner for indicating Claims 14 - 20 are allowed. 



Conclusion 



In light of the above-listed amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully 
request allowance of the remaining Claims. The examiner is urged to contact 
Applicant 7 s undersigned representative if the Examiner believes such action would 
expedite resolution of the present Application. 



Respectfully submitted, 
WAGNER, MURABITO & HAO 




Reg. No. 35,398 

Two North Market Street 

Third Floor 

San Jose, CA 95113 

(408) 938-9060 
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